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APPLICATION NUMBER 



FIRST NAMED APPUCANT 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



EXAMINEn 



r 



PAPER NUMBER 



DATED3Aa£D: 

Below is a communlcatibn imm fhe EXAMfNERln charge of this appUcation 
QOMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 



THE PERIOD FOR REPLY: 



ap^VM 



I expire. 



. rnoriths frorn the date of; action (including extensions of time granted). 



b) D expires either (1 ) three inonths fronfi tfie man date of the final Office action; or (2) oh the mail cfeite of ttiis Ad^nsbry^^^^;^^ 
whichever is later. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire lateu-Mh six months from the mail date of 
the final' Office action. : . ■ - ■ ; ^ . ' ^ . . z-:^:; ; ■. .^.^^ ^ - . ^ 

Extensions of time may t>e obt£rined under3^FR1!l36(a)J^P on which the pemim^ 
extenslon^fee have been filed isv^e <date fbi^surp^^ 

The appropriate extension fee under 37^ Cf|l 1 .17(a)|5 calculated from: (1 ) the expiration d£de:b^^^^ shortened statutory period for reply 
originalj^ set in tt^ final Offioe^a^ ; 

□ Appeflant'sBrfef isdueinacconferic^ 

AppUcanfs reply to the final rejection, filed^^^/'"'^?^ has been considarad with thft fnHnwtng ftfron but it is not deerried 
r to plfiu^ the application in co^ 

: 1.D;T^ proposed amenc^ 

-a. □ There is no convincing showing under 37 CFR 1 .1 16(b) why the proposed amendment is necessary and was not 
earfier presented. 

b. □ TTiey raise new issues that would recpiirlfarthrar ^li^erafio^ wid/6r search. (See Ncrte). . . . . 

c. □ They raise the issue ql new msUtsT. (Seeii^^ 

d. □ Jhey are not deemed to place the app«catipn in b^ttw materially recfejcirig or sinnp^ is^^ 

ifbr appeal. 

e. □ They present additional daims without canceJIh^ 

NOTE: - . 



jnpuld be allowed if subniltted in a sepamtety filed 



2. □ Newly proposed or amended clairh 

amendrnent canceUfng the non-allowable ctsdrrts. 

a^^pon the filing an appeal, the proposed amendment J^will be entered □ will not be entered and ttie status of ttie claims 
/ will be as follows: 



Claim allowed: 



Qaims objected to: 

Claims rejected: ^ j/ ^ 

However; 



^^Applicant's reply has overcome the following rojection(s): ^^/f^ €^Cf /V^ P ^ //^ 



4. □ The affidavit, extilbit or request for recbnsicleration t)as been considered but does rwt overcome tfie rejection because- 



5. □ The affidavit or exhibit will not be considered because applicant has not shown good and sufficent reasons why it was not earlier 
presented. ^ 

□ The proposed drawing correction O has O Has not been approved by the examiner. 

□ Ottier \ ^ ■ 



Applicant may obtain further examination by filing a request for an application under 




"F. J. BARTUSKA 
PRIMARY EXAMINER ^ 



